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RE: 	Comments on Proposed Light Truck Corporate Average Fuel Economy Standards for MY 
2008-201 1 and on Draft Environmental Assessment 
[DOT DMS Docket Number 

This letter contains the comments of the Attorneys General of the States of California, 
Massachusetts, New York, Connecticut, New Jersey, and Maine, and the Corporation Counsel 
for the City of New York regarding the proposed light truck corporate average fuel economy 
standards for model years 2008-201 1 and on the Environmental Assessment filed with 
those proposed standards. 

For the first time since the inception of the Energy Policy and Conservation Act ("EPCA" 
or "the Act"), 42 U.S. C. 6201 et seq. and 49 U.S.C. 32901 et seq., in the the 
National Highway Traffic and Safety Administration ("NHTSA') has proposed a significant 
overhaul in how it categorizes different sizes of trucks in determining standards and requirements 
for the corporate average fuel economy ("CAFE") requirements under EPCA. In proposing the 
new standards and in setting the CAFE standards for light trucks for MY 2008-1 1, NHTSA failed 
to consider alternative approaches that would have promoted energy conservation, made 
meaningful contributions to increased fuel economy, and encouraged technological innovation. 
In addition, NHTSA failed, in all respects, to consider the environmental consequences of its 
proposed overhaul of light truck standards, failed to consider the changes in the environment 
since its last Environmental Impact Statement in the and failed to evaluate the impact of 
carbon dioxide emissions despite the threat of C02 and global climate 
change as new information concerning the environment. Finally, despite the direction of an 
Executive Order to restrict the regulatory preemption of state law, NHTSA contends that its 






























